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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-15 are currently presented and have been examined. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 11 April 2006 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

The Applicant argues that Lakritz fails to teach or suggest 
a provider, a subscriber, a site-to-site relationship manager 
for identifying the provider and subscriber relationships, or 
transferring data to an interrelated data source identified as a 
subscriber site. 

The specification discloses: 

''A system for managing the resources of multiple 
interrelated web sites is provided to provide automatic 
detection of resource updates at particular web sites, 
identified as resource providers, transferring the updates to 
other sites, identified as subscribers, wherein the transferred 
resource may be translated and/or localized, as required." 
(paragraph 0025) 

Lakritz discloses: 

"'A preferred embodiment of the invention automatically 
determines the language and country of a Web site visitor and 
directs the Web server to deliver the appropriate localized 
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content contained in one or more country/language databases to 
the visitor's browser..,'' (column 2, lines 28-32) 

^'A system according to the invention provides an intuitive 
user interface for facilitating the localization of documents, 
data streams, and non-text files for multilingual Internet Web 
sites, enabling the Web site manager to incrementally update the 
language content of a Web site or document .'' (column 3, lines 
27-31) 

''Regions are mapped and organized according to the Web 
site's needs. For example, a mutli-user (sp) server can have a 
separate region definition for each user's site . The regions 
file organizes the regions, countries, and languages that the 
user is concerned with and is configured by the user. The user 
sets up a mapping, for example, one user can have information 
specific to Italy and another user can have information that is 
just concerned with the European region and is not concerned 
with Italy. This approach allows a hierarchical region-based 
lookup scheme. Content is hierarchically stored as country and 
language independent elements such that a one-to-many and many- 
to-one mapping exists between country and language. The 
advantage to this approach is that there is no content 
duplication; the user has only as many files in the system as he 
has unique content." (column 6, lines 35-49) 
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'' Referring to FIG. 1, the Manager Console detects when a 
document in the master language has been updated 705. It then 
notifies the Web site manager which corresponding documents in 
the other languages require translation 706. The Manager's 
Console provides "one-touch" translation, whereby at the click 
of a button, documents from any source requiring translation are 
converted to the internal format 703, staged down the Workflow 
Pipeline 704 then dynamically routed and sequenced to the 
individual Translation Resources where the actual translation is 
performed . " (column 9, lines 44-53) 

''Parsers are also invoked whenever a document is extracted 
from the Translation queues and sent down the Pipeline. The 
Parser converts the document into the internal format. 
Generators are, in a similar manner, invoked whenever a 
translated document is posted back onto the Translation queues 
after completion of translation. The Generator converts the 
internal format document back to the document * s original format 
(e.g., HTML). The document is then sent to the final 
destination , " (column 11, lines 52-60) 

In view of the disclosures of the specification, the 
Examiner is not persuaded by these arguments. The claims only 
nominally recite identifying a provider and subscriber 
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relationship and therefore do not specifically recite any sort 
of specific relationship between a provider and a subscriber . 

In view of the disclosures of Lakritz, a web site is 
partitioned by language features and localization features such 
as a particular country in separate databases. Each partition is 
unique with respect to these features and have corresponding 
documents that require translation into the particular language 
and/or localization feature. Therefore, a ''provider'' as claimed 
and as defined in the specification is a partition, which is 
interpreted to a separate and distinct web site since Latritz 
discloses that the invention ''automatically determines the 
language and country of a Web site visitor and directs the Web 
server to deliver the appropriate localized content contained in 
one or more country/language databases to the visitor's browser" 
(see column 2, lines 28-32), that provides a document that a 
"subscriber" requires for translation. The Examiner emphasizes 
that a nominal recitation of identification of "relationships" 
between two entities may be interpreted in accordance with the 
broadest reasonable interpretation as required by MPEP 2111 as 
identifying any sort of relationship between these two entities 
since the claims do not specifically define and/or exclude any 
sort of relationship. As shown above and as shown previously by 
the Examiner in the previous Office Action, column 9, lines 44- 



* 
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53 of Lakritz discloses that a relationship based on the 
requirement that a document is to be translated and is 
transferred from one partition to another is identified. 
Therefore, the Examiner submits that Lakritz does disclose the 
invention as currently claimed and the claims are not in 
condition for allowance. 

The Applicant's submission under 37 CFR 1.105 has been 
considered by the Examiner and is deemed to be a complete reply 
to the Examiner's requirements. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published 
under section 122 (b) , by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the 
effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the 
United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language . 

Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by US Patent 6 623 529 to Lakritz. 

Regarding claim 1, Lakritz discloses a globalization 
management system for managing resources of multiple 
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interrelated data sources corresponding to a plurality of sites 
accessed through a communications network (^'country/language 
database and file systems") , comprising: 

a plurality of target application interfaces (^'adaptors") , 
each of said target application interfaces being respectively 
coupled to at least one of the interrelated data sources through 
the communications network (column 10, lines 40-42) , each of 
said target application interfaces including means for 
converting a protocol of the respective data source (''original 
format") to a predetermined protocol ("internal format") and 
said predetermined protocol to said protocol of the respective 
data source (column 9, lines 4-9; column 10, lines 40-42; column 
11, lines 36-60) ; and 

a global management engine ("Workflow Manager") coupled to 
said plurality of target application interfaces, said global 
management engine communicating with each of said target 
application interfaces with said predetermined protocol (column 
11, lines 28-60; column 9, line 64-column 10, line 4), said 
global management engine including (a) a site-to-site 
relationship manager for identifying provider ("master site") 
and subscriber ("site" that has "documents that require 
translation") relationships, language translation, and 
localization requirements between the plurality of sites. 



Application/Control Number: 10/003,315 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2143 

(column 9, lines 44-47; column 9, line 64 -column 10, line 4) (b) 
means for reading data representing current content from the 
interrelated data sources identified as provider sites by said 
site-to-site relationship manager, (c) means for comparing said 
data representing current content with data representing prior 
content to identify content changes at a respective provider 
site (column 9, lines 44-47), and (d) a project manager for 
transferring said data identified as a content change by said 
comparing means to at least one of said interrelated data 
sources identified as a subscriber site by said site-to-site 
relationship manager (column 11, lines 17-60) . 

Regarding claim 2, Lakritz discloses the globalization 
management system as recited in claim 1 where said project 
manager includes means for transferring said data identified as 
a content change by said comparing means to a language 
translation site ("'translation resources") through the 
communications network responsive to said site-to-site 
relationship manager identifying said content change data as 
requiring language translation, said project manager including 
means for receiving data from said language translation site and 
transferring said received data to at least one of said 
interrelated data sources identified as subscriber site, (column 
9, lines 44-47; column 11, lines 17-60) 
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Regarding claim 3, Lakritz discloses the globalization 
management system as recited in claim 1 where said project 
manager includes means for localizing said data identified as a 
content change by said comparing means responsive to said site- 
to-site relationship manager identifying said content change 
data as requiring localization, (column 12, lines 20-61) 

Regarding claim 4, Lakritz discloses the globalization 
management system as recited in claim 1 where said global 
management engine is implemented on a server coupled to the 
communications network, (column 14, lines 38-48) 

Regarding claim 5, Lakritz discloses the globalization 
management system as recited in claim 1 where said current 
content from the interrelated data sources is stored in a 
repository selected from the group consisting of a database 
system, a file system, a content management system and a 
combination thereof, (''country/language database and file 
systems") (see also column 10, lines 27-30 and 40-42) 

Claims 6-14 are also rejected since these claims recite a 
method that contain substantially the same limitations as 
recited in claims 1-3. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the s\ibject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham J"ohn Deere 
Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for 
establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2 . Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and 
the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent 
art . 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the 
application indicating obviousness or nonobviousness . 

This application currently names joint inventors. In 

considering patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), 

the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 

claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered 

therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 

Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to 

point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that 

was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in 
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order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior 
art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C- 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lakritz. 

Regarding claim 15, Lakritz discloses the method as recited 
in claim 1 where said step of identifying includes the step of 
identifying site content requiring copying of said content for a 
predetermined site content subscriber as shown above regarding 
claim 14 . 

Lakritz does not expressly disclose wherein the 
identification step associates a HIDE flag with the site content 
requiring copying, however, Lakritz does disclose that the site 
content requiring copying is noted by the globalization 
management system, (column 9, lines 44-47) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the teachings 
of Lakritz since the reference suggests that the site content 
requiring copying is noted by the globalization management 
system and that this notation is used to determine which site 
content requires content (column 9, lines 44-57) . In view of 
these suggestions and teachings shown above, one of ordinary 
skill would have found it obvious to modify the reference so 
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that any sort of notation associated with the site content 
including the use of a flag in order for the site content to be 
designated to be copied. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE PINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a) . 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to George C. 
Neurauter, Jr. whose telephone number is (571) 272-3918. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 
9AM to 5:30PM Eastern. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, David Wiley can be 
reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 
(IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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